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Im » DEFENCE of their COMMITMENTS, and ＋— 


Writs of Habeas Corpus, and Writ of Error. 
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* bs Grand- Queſtion i in. the Caſe of Aſuby and Ihite, on which all the other: om 0 AE RISES | 
the Five Alchury· Men do depend; is, Whether the Houſe of Commons: hve outlaws as 


(Judges of, the Behaviour of the Sheriffs and other Officers, who are to take” the Pull on the 
Eleclion of Members to ſerve in Parliament, in all Caſes not particularly ovided for by Ad , Parlia- 
ment; that is, Whether the Commons are not ſole Fudges of the Rights of their: own — Jo far as 


relates tu their Right of Voting in Election of Members to ſerve in Parliament, and of determining abt ane and who are 
not qualified to give their Votes in every ſuch Election. And whether the Officers that take the Poll 'Bave dine 


their Duty in that: Particular or not: For if the Commons are ſole Judges in theſe Caſes, then the Determination 


thereof canuot be brought into Weſtminſter- Hall by any Action at Common Law, nor before the Heiſe'of Lerus 


by. Writ-of Error, or otherwiſe , neither can the Commitments of the commons for ſuch a Contempt to the Ju- 


riſdiction, and Breach of the Privilege of the Houſe of Commons, be diſchar any other Authorit befides 
their own, they being ſole Judges in the Caſe, excluſive of all others, uy Y 


The Commons do not intermeddle with the Rights of their Rlectors, im any other ref t whierfocver,/ If an 
Elector be-injur'd by another, either in his Perſon or Frechald, if he be Wounded, - en; or Aﬀaulted; or 


any wiſe wilfully-ObſtruRted: or Hinder'd to come to the Place of Voting, and to offer or pronounce his Vote 
for any of the Candidates. The Commons do admit, that the Elector may have an Actiot at Common Law, 


they do not deſire to be Judges of any ſuch: Caſes: But when a vote is offer d by am Tlector, and not taken 
down open the Poll, by the proper Officer, Whether this Officer (who:is in this particular Caſe their: 
has dene- i: Duty or nos? And, Whetber- that Vote was a Legal Hote or not? The Commons claim the ſdle Deer 
mination thereof, h tbr Lam and Cuftom ef Parliament, as being incident to the Trial f every Elechon, 


neceſſaty to preſerve the very Being of a Free Parliament, and withont:which; the People of England (by whom they 


are Kntruſted) can no longer remain a Free People. 

This is- the Caſe of Aſhby, who was not wounded, beaten;. affaultedj: or hindred from comiop'to the 
Plaee of Klection; for he did come there, was permitted —— to offer — his Note for Sir Tho- 
mas Lee, and Simon Mayne, Eſq; but the chief Officers of: Alesbury' underſt Aſhby wis 2 poor Cobfer 
turn d Oſtler not Legally ſettled there; but at that time under Proſecution; fbr . out of — 
and the Officers being upon their Oaths, and under 2 great Penalty, to do equal Fuflite'to all the: Candidates: 
And being Cativied that 4 Aſbby was not a Legal Inhabitant of Ales bury, qualified'to'Vote in the Hection off Mem- 
— fosithat Borough, did refuſe to enter bis Name on the Poll; and on this Oniſſion or Nefuſal, the Action was 

.. To:which the Defendants being ad vis d to make no Defence at the Trial at Law- (becauſe the D& 
— of that Point did belong to the Houſe of Commons) a Verdict of Courſe was found for Aſhby ; and 
oma Return ithereot to the Queen's Bench; the Court adjudg'd; that no ſuch Action could be brought! at Com- 
mon Law, becauſe the Houſe of Commons: had the ſole Jadicature of the Behaviour of the Officers, and of all 
Matters relating to the Election of their own Members: Zut the ſame; by „ Writ: of Error, wis brought inte 


the Houſe of Peers, and there it was adjudged to the contrary, that the Aion did lie, and Judgment vis ac 
cordingly given for the Plaintiff. Whereupon the Houſe of Commons came to — udgment of 


that: Houſe That According fo the known: Laws and Uſage of Farliamem, the" Qualification o br was not 
— or *Determinable elſewhere; then before the Commons of England in Parliament aſſem 10 and thut mus · 

: preſume to Commence or Proſecute any Action, Indictment or Information tonbe contrary; are gultyef 4Breach 
of- of- the-Priviled goof that flonſe; The Five Men" of Alcbury were ſerved with theſe gon l and afterwards it 
was'refolved as followed. 


Vun Friviledges of this Houſe. Reſolved, That John Paty be for his ſai oft, — 15 of the 
een the 


ce. 
They thatrargue for the Priſoners; Inſiſt, 
re in this Cafe, deprived of bis v Vote e bythe Defie"o the bene is ee id 2 


the Holl. 
on in the Officer, ist to the Damage of th6/BleMivr: 


111 Tha#! this: Oo 2 2 
III. Thattfor ſucb Defhult in the Officer;: there is m Remeny te be. had in te 
IV." Tha the Eleftor'is Imtituled to an Aion" at 'CommotLaw, for een 
Io this the Common Anſwer, 
of] Tb be Eier i it not deprivedefhip Vote; by ſuch Refaſu ofthe Offices; 
* That this Ommiſſion in the Officer, is not to the W of OW Biethre 


; © Sa 


. T3. 
4 
* * 
þ p = 4 
r 
CH 
BY * 1 
* 


2 * $ 


OY * Low 87 
"I" % [1 — * — . 3 +4 4 4 
8 2 ä des ory thre 2 "x 3 n NN . 


That it apprars to thie-Heuſe that John Paty of Alsbury has buen guilty ij Commencing and Pr Air 
Commun Lam uguinſt William: White, and — late Conſtable of” Alabury, for not allon Me Vote? in tbe rar of - 
Members to ſerve in Parliament, contrary to the Declaration; in high C untempt of the Firriſ in"Breach of the 
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Iii. That for fuch Default i in the Officer, there 16. 4 proper Remed) i the Houle of Combs: And 5 


IV. That the Zeci in 0 ee. in 1 E, 170 an Add ion t Ban for Recovery of Damag 5 | 5 
And having anſwerd lt the ET for t . we 640 on to prove the ſole Jurildiftion of the Com- 5 


mens, in the Ul aboye · ne bad 1 * their Coq nts * And all other their 3 
the rits of H. C 275 of 1 


1 1 
- 1. The edt s not bis FR of th #1 ert * 3 1 * 
This is proved by the Law and Cuſtom © it is declared and eſtabliſhed, and o * 5 


Fi ; pp liament, „ 
judged on the n of all Elections in the Houſe of Commons ; that a Vote that is Offered and Refuſed, 


dd 28 a Vote t e Tan Wen A its tho the s 
Officer e wanting ins * — 1 by Y of of 


This Law is founded. on reat * 1 5 the Safety of the Eeftors and of the whole: Con itt on. Fr 
the Safety of the BlePor), it may fot be in the Power of the Officer to take from them what i Incident to 
their Free- 1d, and eſſentia ally neceſſary. to the Preſervation of it; for the Safety of the Conſtitution, that the 
Commons may have Power to do uſtice to the Candidates, and to fill their Houſe with ue Repreſentatives, 
_ 1 opens the Ri ghts - e of all the — of Eng \ ag bo the E 

erea ang. Refuſed, were of Validity at the time o s could 
5 a keche Candidates, Wo tio for Relief, Jo ſuch Refuſal, were Fn, al foe cn of 
Legal Votes, — thereby fill their Houſe with proper Repreſentatives for the Common Safety But the Per- 
Tons returned b Corruption or: Bribery. (who had the Majority without the rejected Votes) would continue to 
fit in Parliament, to the great Hazard and Prejudice of the Electors, and the whole Conſtitution.” 

The Receiving and Entring of Votes on a Paper, upon the Pol; is not a Nuali cation for every Vote, but a 
Formality appointed by the Parliament, for the better Diſcovery of any Default in the Officer; and if he would 
make a Return: without taking down any ot the Klectors Names on the poll, that would not avoid"the" Ele. 
ction ar the Votes. It is indeed an Offence, yet not to the Parties, but to the Parliament ; and upoh Proof 
made of the; Klectors Votes, thy would all be allowed as Legal, tho not one ar them v were entred on the Poll : t 


And therefore | * 
a This Omiſſion i in the Officer is not to the len Damages” TITRE: OL af. 

This is a plain Caſe; for if the Elector is not deprived of his vote, as hath been demonſtrated, this Omil- 
ſion jn the Officer is not to the Electors Damage. © 8 Yd 


lt hath. been nicely obſerved; that the not taking. an Electors vote on the Poll, * a Diſcredit 3 but: to whom? ? 
to.the Eleftor whohath done his Duty, or to the Officer who hath not? It is certainly a great Diſeredit to the 
| Officer, who is upon his Oath to do equal Juſtice, to refuſe to take down the Vote bf - '4 Perſon, who in well known 
to all his Neighbours to be a Legal Elector; but it is none to the Elector, who is not anſwerable for the Default of 5 
the Officer : But if it were, it is not to bis. Damage, which is the Point in queſtion. Anda 
3. For Juchia Default in the Officer, there is a proper Remedy to be had in the' Houſe of Commons, W. 3H 
| An Officer that refuſes to take down the Vote of a Legal Elector on the Polli is guilty of a teat Offebce to 
the Parliament, in breach of his Oath, and in diſobey ing their Orders; And this Offence ing of 2 publick 
nature, and committed by him in the Service of the Parliament; hath ever beeh puniſhable by CHO Hos of 
Commons by Impriſonment,” or otherwiſe; of which there are innumerable Inſtancęs: in the Journals of that 
Houſe: And this may be done on the Petition of any one or more Electors. But in regard Electors are generally 
contented; if they have their Legal Repreſentatives; and if they have not, they will. have Juſtice done them 
at the Expence of the Candidates; Complaints of this nature are very rare from fingle Electors. But Tremem- 
ber there has been (from this very Town of * a n made = oy Home by: three Electots againſt the 
Officers for ſuch a default. e ei ns (oat? 5h 
The Remedy in the Houſe of Commons is very proper in every 9 For 36 the EleQors that domplain, 
have the Repreſentatives. returned for whom they offered their Votes, then the Puniſhment of the Officer is 
the proper — If ſuch Repreſentatives are not returned, then the proper Remedy is, that not only 
the Officer be puniſhed, but that the Klectors have their Votes allowed to them, and that the Return be amend- 
ed accordingly ; ; all which is done on the Trial of every Election in the Houſe of Commons. But nothing of 
this kind can be done at Common Law, and therefore the Action at Law is not a proper Remedy in any reſpect. 
It is not juſt and 7 — that the Officer ſhould pay Damage to one that has not ſuffered any; neither is it pro- 
per that a publick Offence ſhould be puniſhed with a private Satisfaction; which can no wiſe prevent the Evil, 
allow the Vote, reſtore the Legal Repreſentative, or preſerve the Conſtitution; all which: is the proper End of Vo- 
ting, by reaſon of their Freehold, and Freedoms, and for the Preſervation. of Free Parliaments, the great Bul. 
wark both of Liberty and Property. But all theſe Ends are anſwered by the Remedy in the Houſe of Com- 
mons, which is very juſt and equal, adapted to the Nature of the fences moſt likely #0 . ow ih "Fheredf, 
and moſt advantagious for thepublick Safety. 52 
The Eleftor is not entituled in this caſe to an Aion at Law fir Recovery of Damages: 10 5 
This is evident by what hath been ſaid : For if the Elector be not deprived of his vote, as hath bot demon 
ſtrated, he cannot be entituled to an Action at Lam for Recovery of Damages. By all which it appears, that 
the Judges at Common Law were in the right, that ns ſuch Action did lie, and that the Lords founded their 
Judgment on a Miſtake, that the E lector was deprived of his Vote, when he was not; and that for ſuch a de- 
ault in the Officer, there was no Remedy in the Houſe of Commons; whereas in truth they have a Remedy there, 
and no where elſe. This is farther: demonſtrated by the Reaſons and Authorities following, iz. 
5. The Houſe, of Commons ure ſole Judges of the Behaviour of Sheriffs and other Officers in taking down the lets 
Votes on the Poll, and whether thoſe Votes were Legal or not. 

7 AU Court in the Kingdom: are. Judges of their own Privileges, and of the Behaviour of their om Off- 
cers, and the publick. Officers are in Law the proper Officers of every Court, according to the Writs and Com- 
mands they receive. If a Writ or Proceſs iſſue forth of the Exchequer, the Officers that execute thoſe. Writs, 
and make their Returns thereupon, are their Servants, and accountable to them: If out of the Common Pleas, they 

etheir Serxants.; if out of the: Queens Bench, they are theirs ; and if the Writs concern the Members to fit 
in Parliarfient, they are the Officers of the Parliament. Thus the Sheriffs, Mayors, Bailiffs, and other Officers, 
as to all Matters relating to Parliament, do act as Officers of the Parliament, and are -acchuntable-ta-tibne but 
them... The Flouſe of: Commons. exerciſe i in theſe Caſes an immediate Juriſdiction over them: If the Return be 
"too flow, they lend an Order: do the akerif, ot if. faulty, take him into Cuſtody, as for a Breach of rde Privi- 
lege or Service of that Houſe. E Court of Chancery is only the Repoſitory for ſuch Writs, by an Act of Parlia- 
ment; but that Court does not meddle with the FRO, or. FRO Sect m__ daten wenn rn but by War- 
wr gs why 3 of the Fe = ae TIE pk pA) ee re 25 
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| This Law is founded upongreat Reaſon; and even upon. the neceſſity of -preſerving thereby: the Conflitution 
of Parliaments; for if the mmons wanted Power to puniſh tlioſe Officers; or in caſe any other had Power ſo 
1 3 themſclyes, in caſes relating to Rlections, they could never be ſure of fair Returns, or à Free 
: ar 1men * 11235 at 7. AE 4 i 3 bx. 9 I 4 1 [7 4,90 O'S "AT F< 5 1685 [432525 5 2 ö 8 Ae 75 1 — ; A 5 « . 
It will be diſhonourable tg. Patlisments, 25 a Learned Judge obſerves, that there ſhould be no Prore l ibm in their 
Service; ng body can ſerve then abearfully and willingly at that rate, and to have others judge when their Servants 
40 well or ill, will be to haue others. give: Rules to their Servants and Service, which wilt not be convenient.” But 
on the contrary, it would be deſtruttive to the Freedom of Elections, and tending to ſubject the Houſe of Coriimons 
0 the Power of other Caurts- K Mn ß , e en, 
If the Houſe of Commons wete not the ſole Judges in this eaſe, hoth the EleRors and. Officers would be in a 
miſerable Condition; for the Elefors might be deprived of Free Parliamente, to prote& their Freedoms ; and 
the Officers might be twice puniſhed for the ſame Offence, firſt by the Commons, and afterwards by the Judge: 
at Common Law; which is contrary to a.Fundamental Maxim of the Law of England, that ſays, Nemo bis puni- 
tur pro codem delicto. Nay, they will be in ſuch a condition, That. whether they do diſcharge their Duty,” or nor, 
they may be utterly ruined and undone : For if a hundred Men offer their Votes, who have no Right'id to do, 
the Officer muſt either accept or refuſe 5 if he accept, he forfeits 300 I. on the Statute for a falſe Return, if he 
refuſe, he is proſecuted by a multitude of Vexatious Actions, which muſt all be defended at the ſingle Expence 
ot me n whether he: has Judgment for him or againſt him, may be the Ruin of himſelf and Family; 
eſpecially if ſuch Actions ſhall be removed into the Houſe of berre, and Judgment there be given againſt him, 
as it was in the Caſe of Aſhby and-White : And _ theſe Actions are ſupported,” by ſome Perſons, as if that 
very thing were abſolutely. neceſſary to preſerve the Property of the Subject, which tends to the Deſtruction of it; 
Free Parliaments depend entirely on free Elections; but no Elections can be free, if there be any 
Terror on the EleFors or on the Officers 3. for as the. Electors muſt not be hindred by Force or Threatnings; but 
muſt be free to come to the Election, and to offer or protivunce their Votes to the proper Officer; for which 
of the Candidates they pleaſe ; ſo the Officer muſt not be terrified with a Fear of a Multiplicity of vexations 
Suits, but muſt be ſree to act indifferently, as a Judge, in the Management of ſuch Elections, according to his 
Oath, and Duty of his Office, and as well to reject the bad Votes, as to receive. the god; and dught not to 
be accountable. to any, but to thoſe whoſe Officer he is for that purpoſe, and with whom are intruſted the Pre- 
ſervation of the Freedom of Elections, and of all the Rights and Liberties of the Commons of England. * 
They that have Power to puniſh the Offcers, have Power to influence them in the Return of Members to 
ſerve in Parliament; and if an Action will. lie, an Information will alſo lie, for the Miſdemeanor' of his 
Office ; if it may be puniſhed at the Suit of rhe Party, it may be puniſhed at the Suit of the Prince: If ſo, 
where is the Officers Security? He may be found guilty by a Jury of. the adverſe Party; he may be puniſhed 
20 Years hence, and who can tell what Damages or what Fine may de ſet upon him? Will not this Terror make 
him defire to pleaſe them that ate to be his final Judges, rather than do Rignt? And will not this be dangerous 
to the Conſtitution of Parliaments, and put the Commons in the power of the Lords. | ee A 
The Lords and Commons have ever agreed that it is an Antient Fundamental Maxim of the Law und Cnſtom 
of Parliament (which is the Higheſt and Nobleſt Branch of the Law of England; and particularly adapted to 
the Preſervation of the Liberties of this Kingdom,) That the Two Houſes are Independent of one another, and fole- 
Judges of their own Privileges ;. and the Commons Inſiſt that it is the firſt Fundamental Priviledge of the Com- 
mons of England to chuſe Members to repreſent them in Parliament, this is the Foundation of all their Privi- 
ledges ; and as the Houſe of Commons ſtand in the Place of their Electors in all other Reſpects, ſo in this alſo, 
to be ſole Judges, whe have à Right to chuſe ſuch Repreſentatives z or elſe they can never be ſecure of a 


right Judgment, and that illegal Repreſentatives ſhall not be Impoſed upon them to the Ruine of the Gonſti-* ” 
tution, and the Deſtruction of their Liberties. _ SO EVE” RR "A 


$ — 


*# 


There is a great difference between the Rights of the Commons of England in their Private and their Publich- 
Capacities z for tho the Private Differences of the Commons, concerning their Freeholds and Freedoms are 
| ſubmitted to the Determination of the Judges of Weſtminſter-Hall, as Perſons Indifferently "choſen and ap- 

pointed by the Prince, to do equal Juſtice to all his Subjects; yet they never ſubmitted the Fundamental Rights 
F the Commons of England in general, and in their Publick and Politick Capacities,” as they are a free Branch of 
the High Court of Parliament, to the determination of any other but their own Repreſentatives. . 
This Appears not only by the Law, Cuſtom, and conſtant Uſage of Parliament, but by the very Frame 
and Nature of our Conſtitution, which requires that no Law be made to bind the Perſons or Propertys of the Subjett 
without their own Conſent in Parliament, and as there is no Law extant, nor any ſuch attempt ever made before, 
ſo it cannot be 1magined, that Five Hundred Men in their right Senſes, could ever give up that 
Priviledge, without which they could not maintain any other Priviledge whatſoever, nor in any Reſpect re- 
main a Free People; for whoever has.a judicature in this Caſe over the Rights of Klectors, has'a' Power over 
the Commons; and conſequently.may diſpoſe of them and their Priviledges as they pleaſe. . 


* 


This is 4 Matter of Parliament, and therefore not Cognizable elſewhere, it is a Matter of the Houſe of Com- 
mons, and not of the Houſe of Lords, and therefore ſolely Cognizable in the Houſe of Commons; and if this 2 
be the Caſe, as really it is; and I hope made plain to the meaneſt Capacities ; then it will be alfo Evident 
to them, that the Commons have in all Reſpects diſcharged their Duty to their Country with great Fidelity, 
and Unbyaſs'd Judgments. . „ | V FT FILE EET ITS. hogs 25, 38 TH 
If the Commons have a Privilege to Judge of the Behaviour of Officers in this Caſe; and they are and ever 
have been ſole Judges of their own Priviledges; then the Determination of ſuch Caſes cannot by any Nen : 
Device, or Artifice whatſoever, be brought to any other Iudicature; but all the Froceedings in order thereto, . IE 
| muſt be Null and Void, and Coram non Fudice ; and not only ſa, but the Attemptto ſet up another-Juriſdiftion; ? 
in oppoſition, and even to the overthrow of the Legal Authority of the Houfe of Commons, muſt ge che High- 
eſt Breach of the Priviledge of that Auguſt Aſſembly; eſpecially after the Commons had given fair Notice of 
their Undoubted Right by the Law and, Cuſtom of Parliament. r de OIL OFT 
The Offence of Aſhby might be committed thra Ignorance, becauſe. the Law, of Parliament is not Univerſals- 
| ly underſtood, and therefore notwithſtanding every Subject is bound in ſtrictneſs to take notice of the Privi- 
| ledges of Parliament: Yet the Commons took Pity of an Ignorant Man, and remitted the'+Puniſhment' ; 
but the offence of the Five Men of Alesbury, was committed after they were ſerved with the Reſoldtions of 
the Commons, and therefore was 4 wilful and notorious Offence, in . contempt to the Juriſdiflion, and Breach ef the | 
_ Priviledge of all the Commons of England, on which their very Being depends, 4 Free People. 00 © 
_ * How then can the Commons be blamed for committing ſuch Offenders ? Was it not their Duty ſo to do? 


Are not ſuch Commitments uſual in ſuch Caſes? and the proper way to preſerve the Priviledges of the 8 
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Will any Habeas Corpus lie to diſcharge an Execution upon 2 Judgment ? Was 


they had a Frixiledge in this Caſe, and had good reaſon ſo to-do, as is 
tlemen of the Long Robe mean, by proceeding farther in that Matter? 


Juſtice Brockand: Juſtice Saunders ſay. in Plowden's Comment. 175; Injuſtice, may not be preſumed, of a Parliament. 
And in the Earl of Leiceſter's Caſe, fol. 398. The Parliament is Court of very high Honour and Fuſlice, of which 
no Man ought to imagine 4 thing diſhonourable. And Sir Rob. Atkins ſays, Weeafily agree a Parliament may err, for 
they are net infallible z_but the Law hath provided a Remedy 3 thoſe Errors, and a way to reform them. 4. 
ſubſequent Parliament may. reform the Errors of a preceding Parliament : But to ſay they will be partial or unjuſt, or 
do any thing out of Malice, is to raiſe a Scandal upon the whole Nation, whoſe Repreſentatives they are. And is it a 
Crime in the Commons. to commit ſuch Offenders, as have raiſed a Scandal on the whole Nation? Have not much 
greater Puniſhments been inflicted for Indignities'offered- to inferior Courts, or diſhopourable Words ſpoken of 
them; ; or their Proceedings? And if they commit, no inferior Court can diſcharge, by Habea Corpus, or 
otherwiſe. : 3 585 | : | 


if the Privileges or Proceedings of the Commons cannot be tried or brought to Judgment in any Inferior Court; 


if all proceedings and Judgments in ſuch:caſe are null and void, and coram non Fudice, as has been demonſtrated, how. 
can any Writ of Error lie on ſuch Proceedings? iſt, Becauſe there is nothing to be removed, for the 
Jnadgnient below is null and void. 2dly, Becauſe the Commens are ſole Judges, and the laſt Reſort in Caſes. 
properly cognizable before them, as the Lords claim to be, incaſes proper for. them. The Commons cannot but 


proteſt. gainſt any ſuch Action, whilſt they remain a Free Parliament, It cannot be conceived that ever a 


Houſe of Commons: will yield up this Point, becauſe whenever they do, they yield up all. 


It is not therefore material in this caſe, whether a Writ of Error be a Writ of . Right, or a Writ of Grace, 


if it be demonſtrated. that no Writ of Trror lies to bring their privileges and Proceedings to the Judicature 
of the Lords, But if a Writ of Error be a Hrit of Riębs in all Caſes whatſoever, eſpecially on all acts and Inter- 
locutory Orders of Judges, it will be welcome News to the Criminals, that ma A theit Executions ; but not 
to the Cm or the Communt, fince the Prerogativesof the one, and the Privileges of the other, may by ſuch. 


1 


means be brought. to the ſole Determination of the Lords. 7 . 
Ii conelude this Diſcourſe with a famous Record out of the Parliament. Rolls, 27 E. 3. Numb. 9H 5 
Among the Petitions of the Commons, one is, They pray the King, that he will require the Arch-Biſhop, and 
all ot ber the Clergy," to pray for the Peace and good Government of the Land, and for the King's Good will towards. 
the Commons. The King's Anſwer is, Ihe ſame prayeth the King. And as a Learned Judge adds on another oc- 


caſion, And i uiſſ with all my heart it were e Common Prayer, not only to Pray fer the Good. will of the Prince, 
but of tbe Lords towards the Commons; that they may not Indeavour to take that from them by a Judgment, which- 


has be en obtained with ſo great Expence and Diffeulty. 


* 
> 


I have but one Prayer more to make, and that is, That the Prople of England will take care to preſerve their Li- 


berties by chuſing g Repreſentatives. 


* 


„ 9 — 


LON DON: Printed, and are to be Sold by John Nutt near Statieners-Hell, 1705. 
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